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PHOTOS OF EXISTING CONDITIONS 


Jaywalking at 6th St. and Guadalupe St. 


Area for proposed sidewalk. 
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Area for proposed sidewalk. 


Advance Flashing Pedestrian Warning signals needed. 
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Non-ADA compliant ramp in front of City Hall (9th and Obispo St.). 


 








Date:


C59920


Item No.
F, D 
or M


Quantity Units Unit Cost
Total


Item Cost
% $ % $ % $


1 1 LS $5,000.00 $5,000 100% $5,000
2 1 LS $4,000.00 $4,000 100% $4,000
3 1 LS $4,000.00 $4,000 100% $4,000
4 100%


5 1 LS $20,000.00 $20,000 100% $20,000


6
F, D 
or M


988 SQFT $20.00 $19,760 100% $19,760


7 910 SQFT $25.00 $22,750 100% $22,750
8 9000 SQFT $15.00 $135,000 100% $135,000
9 800 SQFT $35.00 $28,000 100% $28,000


10 240 LF $50.00 $12,000 100% $12,000
11 50 LF $25.00 $1,250 100% $1,250
12 280 SQFT $55.00 $15,400 100% $15,400


13 2 EA $8,500.00 $17,000 100% $17,000


14 4 EA $5,500.00 $22,000 100% $22,000


15 1300 LF $15.00 $19,500 100% $19,500


16 1 EA $24,000.00 $24,000 100% $24,000


17 8 EA $350.00 $2,800 100% $2,800


18 100%


19 100%
$352,460 $352,460


$17,623 <= 5% of eligible CON costs (max. decorative, if applicable) 


10.00% $35,246 $35,246


$387,706 $387,706


ATP Eligible Costs Non-participating Costs


$5,000


$35,000


$40,000 10% 25% Max


$30,000 8% 15% Max 


$70,000


ATP Eligible Costs Non-participating Costs


$457,706


Misc. Concrete - ADA Access Ramps


Advanced Warning Solar LED Flashing 
Ped Xing Sign (TS30) with ''AHEAD'' 
Sign (W16-9P)


Total Project Cost: $457,706


Total Project Delivery: $70,000


Construction Engineering (CE): 30,000$                                       


Total Construction Costs: $417,706


Plans, Specifications and Estimates (PS&E): 35,000$                                       


Total PE: 40,000$                                       


Construction Item Contingencies (% of Construction Items):


Total (Construction Items & Contingencies) cost:


Type of Project Cost Cost $
Preliminary Engineering (PE)


Environmental Studies and Permits(PA&ED): 5,000$                                         


Total RW: -$                                                 


Construction Engineering (CE)


Right of Way (RW)
Right of Way Engineering: -$                                                 
Acquisitions and Utilities: -$                                                 


Pedestrian Controlled Crosswalk 
Actuators & Poles


Subtotal of Construction Items:


Decorative & Landscaping-related Items    (Label items as "F" for Functional, "D" for Decorative,  or "M" for a mix of Decorative and Functional)


Misc. Concrete - Sidewalk


Crosswalk with In-Roadway Warning 
Lights, including Two (2) Solar Ped 
Xing Signs (TS30) and Two (2) Ped 
Controlled Crosswalk Actuators & 
Poles


Misc. Concrete - Curb and Gutter


Truncated Domes (for ADA Ramps)


Misc. Concrete - Driveway Apron


At-crossing Solar LED Flashing Ped 
Xing Sign (CAMUTCD Sign TS30)


Misc. Concrete - Curb Only


Detailed Engineer's Estimate and Total Project Costs
Important: Read the Instructions in the first sheet (tab) before entering data.     Do not enter data in shaded fields (with formulas).


Project Information:
Agency: 5/18/2016City of Guadalupe


Documentation of Ineligible (Non-Participating) Costs:


"PE" costs / "CON" costs


"CE" costs / "CON" costs


Project Delivery Costs:


Engineer's Estimate and Cost Breakdown:


Engineer's Estimate (for Construction Items Only)
Cost Breakdown


ATP Eligible 
Costs/Items


ATP Ineligible 
Costs/Items 


Corps/CCC
to construct


Mobilization


Clearing, Grubbing, Removals & 
Disposal 


Misc. Concrete - Spandrel


Item 


Crosswalk (Continental Striping)


The Engineer's logic and/or calculations for splitting costs between ATP-Eligible and Non-participating costs must be documented in this section of the Estimate form.  
Separate logic is required for each construction item listed above which is partly ineligible for ATP funding or is required for the construction of an ineligible item/element of the project.


Project Description: Guadalupe Street (Hwy 1) Pedestrian Improvements
Guadalupe Street (Hwy 1) and Various Other Locations


Licensed Engineer in responsible charge of preparing or reviewing this PSR-Equivalent Cost Estimate: Jeff van den Eikhof License #:
Project Location:


General Overhead-Related Construction Items


Stormwater Protection Plan
Traffic Control


General Construction Items (non-decorative only)


6/13/2016 1 of 2







Date:


C59920


Detailed Engineer's Estimate and Total Project Costs
Important: Read the Instructions in the first sheet (tab) before entering data.     Do not enter data in shaded fields (with formulas).


Project Information:
Agency: 5/18/2016City of Guadalupe


Project Description: Guadalupe Street (Hwy 1) Pedestrian Improvements
Guadalupe Street (Hwy 1) and Various Other Locations


Licensed Engineer in responsible charge of preparing or reviewing this PSR-Equivalent Cost Estimate: Jeff van den Eikhof License #:
Project Location:


Item Number(s): Description of Engineer's Logic:       (See examples shown in the Instructions)
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Santa Barbara 
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Steve Lavagnino 
Santa Barbara 
County 
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Holly Sierra 
City of Buellton 


Al Clark 
City of Carpinteria 
Michael Bennett 
City of Goleta  


John Lizalde 
City of Guadalupe 
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City of Lompoc 
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City of Santa 
Barbara 


Alice Patino 
City of Santa Maria 


Ex-Officio Members 


Tim Gubbins 
Director 
Caltrans District 5 


William Dillon 
Agency Counsel \ 
County Counsel 


June , 2016 


CALTRANS 
Division of Local Assistance, MS 1 
Attn: Office of Active Transportation & Special Programs. 
P.O. Box 942874 
Sacramento, CA 94274-0001 


Re:  Letter of Support, City of Buellton Active Transportation Program (ATP) 
Grant Application 


Dear Application Evaluator: 


The Santa Barbara County Association of Governments’ (SBCAG) is the Regional 
Transportation Planning Agency for Santa Barbara County.  This letter is to support the 
City of Guadalupe’s grant application for ATP funds for its Guadalupe Street (Hwy 1) 
Pedestrian Improvements.  The project will provide critical sidewalks, curb ramps and 
crosswalks as well as traffic calming measures including the installation of advanced 
flashing warning light signs on Guadalupe St. 


The City of Guadalupe’s proposed project is consistent with SBCAG’s Regional 
Transportation Plan, is included in the Regional Active Transportation Plan, and supports 
the long-term vision for the region’s active transportation network.  We hope you give 
careful consideration to the City of Buellton’s project. 


For your information, SBCAG’s highest priority for Cycle 3 Active Transportation Program 
funding is the construction of the Rincon Multi-use Trail project that will eliminate a gap in 
the California Coastal Trail at the Ventura\Santa Barbara county line.  SBCAG will be 
separately submitting a grant application for this project.   


If you have any questions about this letter, please do not hesitate to contact Steve 
VanDenburgh of my staff at (805) 961-8900. 


Sincerely, 


Jim Kemp 
Executive Director 


cc:  Andrew Carter, City Administrator, City of Guadalupe 
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City of Guadalupe 


Bicycle and Pedestrian Master Plan 


Page B-1 


Appendix B – Community 


Involvement 
Two community workshops were held to solicit input from members of the public regarding the 


BPMP. In addition, a survey was distributed to the attendees of the workshops and was made 


available on-line on the City’s website.   


Public Workshop #1 


The first workshop was held on June 28, 2012 at the American Legion Hall. Seventeen people 


were in attendance. Following an introductory presentation outlining the BPMP, the workshop 


was opened to the public for discussion and input. During the workshop, the community 


expressed their concerns, needs and desires regarding pedestrian and bicycle infrastructure. 


Key concerns, needs and desires are summarized below. 


 


 Bike racks are needed in downtown area. 


 The plan should consider peoples varying ages. 


 People parking bikes on sidewalks is a problem.  


 Point Sal Dunes residents need safer access to downtown area and to the future Levee 


Trail. 


 There is a chronic “jay walking” problem in Guadalupe.  


 Citations/enforcement is needed. 


 Public notifications/outreach programs are needed, particularly at the schools. 


 Safe biking and walking outreach is needed for the public. 


 A crosswalk is needed near the movie theater.   


 Jogging pathway should be improved from Tognazini Street to O’Connell Park  


 Class II bike lane needed to the beach from Guadalupe. 


 Signage – directional “wayfinding” signage for bikers is needed. 


 Website promotion for maps “Adventureguide” books. 


 Coordination with national maps/bike guides to promote Guadalupe is needed.  


 Should add a path on the west side of Pioneer Street between 9th and 8th Street; dirt 


and dust is a problem. 


 Bike racks are needed at the City parking lot. 


 Lockers may not be needed unless there are camping or hotel for bikers, and at the train 


station. 


 Public restrooms at train station are needed. 


 Massatani Store is a good bike rack location.   


 Back of the Veteran Memorial parking lot good for bike rack location.   
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 Change from landscaped bulbouts to concrete/racks for bike parking for visibility; install 


bike racks at Dunes Center, Cultural Center, and library.   


 The city needs a bike hotel/campgrounds. 


 Guadalupe Lake near school should be promoted for pedestrian/bike use. 


Community Survey 


In addition to the community workshops, a survey was distributed to attendees of the June 28, 


2012 workshop, and the survey was made available to the public via the City’s website. The 


majority of survey participants (87 percent) were residents of Guadalupe, while other 


participants included business owners and employees in Guadalupe. Key results of the survey 


are summarized below. Note some of the survey results exceed 100 percent because more than 


one response may have been provided. 


 


 What type of trips do you make by bicycle in Guadalupe: 64 percent for recreation, 36 


percent for shopping, and 9 percent for commuting to work or school 


 What type of trips do you make walking in Guadalupe: 78 percent for recreation, 52 


percent, and 9 percent for commuting to work or school 


 What is the number of days you ride your bike per month in Guadalupe: 65 percent 


never, 13 one day, 9 percent 2 to 5 days 


 What is the number of days you walk per month in Guadalupe: 26 percent more than 20, 


26 percent 6 to 10 days, 17 percent 11 to 20 days, 17 percent one day 


 What are problems for you when bike in Guadalupe: 59 percent motorist do not look out 


for bicyclists, 41 percent lack of designated bike lane, 29 percent poor signage, 29 


percent lack of short term bicycle parking, 12 percent high speed traffic 


 What are problems for you when you walk in Guadalupe: 53 percent poorly maintained 


sidewalks, 47 percent motorist do not stop for pedestrians, 42 percent concerns about 


crime, 37 insufficient lighting, 21 percent streets are difficult to cross 


 What would encourage you to bike in Guadalupe: 58 percent dedicated and 


continuous bicycle lanes, 58 percent better signage for bike lanes, 33 percent more 


bicycle racks and lockers, 17 percent maps showing safest routes 


 What would encourage you to walk in Guadalupe:  75 percent landscaping and street 


furniture, 69 percent pedestrian signage, 56 improvements to crosswalks, 50 percent infill 


of sidewalk gaps  


Public Workshop #2 


The second workshop was held on November 17, 2013 at the City of Guadalupe Council 


Chambers. Approximately eight people were in attendance. Following an introductory 


presentation outlining the potential bicycle and pedestrian network improvements, the 


workshop was opened to the public for discussion and input. The discussion concluded that the 


potential bicycle and pedestrian network improvements identified in the presentation and 


handouts were consistent with the needs and demands of the Guadalupe community. In 
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addition, a survey was distributed to the attendees of the workshops to rank several criteria for 


BPMP project prioritization. Results of the approximately eight surveys received ranked the 


criteria in the following order from most important to least important:  


 


 Safety: Address a safety concern such as high number of collisions or busy arterial streets. 


 Connectivity: Improve connectivity for bicyclists and pedestrians by eliminating an 


existing barrier, bridging a gap in an existing network, connecting to an existing or 


proposed facility, or providing a connection through the City. 


 Accessibility: Provide access to local activity centers such as the Downtown, schools, 


transit stops and recreational facilities. 


 Encouragement: Improve the pedestrian and bicyclist environment and therefore 


encourage walking and/or bicycling as a mode of transportation throughout the City. 
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GUADALUPE STREET / HWY 1 PEDESTRIAN STUDY


START TIME: A B C D E F A B C D E F Totals


10:00 4 1 1 4 1 2 5 3 6 3 30


11:00 1 2 1 3 1 5 4 3 20


12:00 1 1 2 1 3 1 2 11


13:00 4 3 4 4 3 1 19


14:00 1 3 1 5 2 4 9 6 3 34


15:00 2 4 14 5 8 7 17 1 5 63


16:00 0


Totals 13 10 3 30 6 7 27 30 0 36 1 14 177


START TIME:


10:00


11:00


12:00


13:00


14:00


15:00


16:00


Total


Total Pedestrian Count


Northbound 68


Southbound 74


Total Jaywalkers 41


FIFTH STREET SIXTH STREET


EAST SIDE OF HWY 1 JAYWALKING


NORTHBOUND SOUTHBOUND JUST NORTH OF 6TH STREET JUST SOUTH OF 5TH STREET


2


1


1


1


2


1


1


2


5/21/2015


60 Degrees and Partially Cloudy


Hwy 1 - East Side between 5th and 6th


Cody Parrott


DATE:


WEATHER:


SETUP LOCATION:


OBSERVER:


2


1 2


3


11


11 10 25 16


8


5


96 4
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Email Address First Name Last Name


melissa.streder@dot.ca.gov Melissa Streder


adam_fukushima@dot.ca.gov Adam Fukushima


larry_newland@dot.ca.gov Larry Newland


kepperson@sbcag.org Kent Epperson


aorfila@sbcag.org Andrew Orfila


edcora@sbceo.org Ed Cora


doctorabravo@sbceo.org Sandra Bravo


sreynoso@sbceo.org Sal Reynoso


recreation@ci.guadalupe.ca.us Ron Estabillo


mpena@ci.guadalupe.ca.us Mike Pena


matt@cosbpw.net Matt Dobberteen


smoothinc_@hotmail.com Jim Talbott


pwoods@ci.santa-maria.ca.us Peggy Woods


dwhitehead@ci.santa-maria.ca.us David Whitehead


edu@sbbike.org Christine Bourgeois


jberry@slocog.org Jessica Berry


gbaker@slocog.org Geiska Baker-Velasquez


kimsz345@gmail.com Kim Stanley-Zimmerman


ASERT@COAST-SantaBarbara.org Amy Aguilera


caitlin@coast-santabarbara.org Caitlin Carlson


kathy_digrazia@dot.ca.gov Kathy DiGrazia


bhalvorson@ci.santa-maria.ca.us Brian Halvorson


delzeit@charter.net Dennis Delzeit


badpaddler@verizon.net Victor Cabatuan


madisynmm@gmail.com Madisyn Masatani


ginniponce@msn.com Virginia Ponce


orchid.monroy@dot.ca.gov Orchid Monroy


Stakeholder Email List for Bicycle and Pedestrian Workshops
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CITY OF GUADALUPE 
PUBLIC WORKSHOP 


NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOP  
ON THE CITY OF GUADALUPE  


BICYCLE AND PEDESTRIAN MASTER PLAN 


NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN that the City of Guadalupe will hold a Public Workshop at: 


6:00 p.m., Thursday, October 17, 2013 


in the City Council Chambers, 918 Obispo Street, Guadalupe, California on the following 
matter: 


Project Title: City of Guadalupe Bicycle and Pedestrian Master Plan 
Project Location:  City-wide 
Zoning:  Various 
Lead Agency:  City of Guadalupe 
County:  Santa Barbara 


The City of Guadalupe is developing its first comprehensive Bicycle and Pedestrian 
Master Plan. The purpose of the plan is to direct the enhancement and development of 
bicycle and pedestrian facilities and programs in Guadalupe for both transportation and 
recreation. The plan is intended to encourage and increase bicycling and walking in 
Guadalupe by making them more safe, convenient, and enjoyable. 


Development of the Bicycle and Pedestrian Master Plan is being funded through an 
Environmental Justice and Community-Based Transportation Planning grant administered 
through the California Department of Transportation (Caltrans). 


The public workshop will provide citizens an opportunity to review the purpose and 
objectives of the Bicycle and Pedestrian Master Plan and provide input on the proposed 
bicycle and pedestrian network and support facilities. If you are unable to attend the 
meeting, you may direct written comments to the City Planning Department, City of 
Guadalupe, 918 Obispo Street, Guadalupe, CA 93434. 


Dated: September 30, 2013 
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 Please join us for the City of Guadalupe 


Public Workshop: 


The City of Guadalupe is creating its first 


Bicycle and Pedestrian Master Plan to guide 


the development and improvement of 


bicycle and pedestrian facilities and 


programs in the City.  


Please join us at this workshop to learn 


about the purpose and objectives of the 


Bicycle and Pedestrian Master Plan, and 


review and provide input on the proposed 


bicycle and pedestrian projects and 


programs to be included in the plan.   


When: 


6:00 p.m., Thursday, October 17, 2013 


Where: 


Guadalupe City Hall, Council Chambers 


918 Obispo Street  


Guadalupe, CA 93434 


Questions? Please visit the City’s website or contact: Shauna Callery, City 


Contract Planner, 805-547-0900 or scallery@rinconconsultants.com 


Development of the Bicycle and Pedestrian Master Plan is being funded 


through an Environmental Justice and Community-Based Transportation 


Planning grant administered through the California Department of 


Transportation (Caltrans). The plan will be prepared in English and Spanish.  


Bicycle & Pedestrian Master Plan 


Community Workshop #2! 
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 Por Favor, únase a nosotros en la Ciudad de Guadalupe 


 


Taller Público: 


La Ciudad de Guadalupe esta creando su 


primer Plan Maestro de Bicicleta y Peatones 


para guiar el desarrollo y la mejora de las 


instalaciones para bicicletas y peatones y 


los programas en la ciudad.  


Por favor, únase a nosotros en este taller 


para aprender acerca del proposito y los 


objetivos del Plan Maestro de Bicicleta y 


Peanotes, identificar las necesidades de 


ciclistas y peatones y los retos y generar 


ideas para proyectos y programas futuros. 


Cuándo: 


6:00 p.m., Jueves, 17 de Octubre, 2013 


Dónde: 


Guadalupe City Hall, Council Chambers 


918 Obispo Street  


Guadalupe, CA 93434 


Desarrollo del Plan Maestro de Bicicleta y Peatones está siendo 


financiado a través de una Justicia Ambiental y la Concesión de 


Planificación de Transporte Comunitario Administrado por el 


Departamento de Transporte de California (Caltrans). Este plan sera 


preparado en Inglés y Español.  


Taller del Plan Maestro de Bicicleta y 


Peatones de la Comunidad! 


Questions? 


Por favor visite la pagina Web de la ciudad o 


pónganse en contacto con: Shauna Callery, 


Planificador de la Ciudad, 805-547-0900 


ext.110 o scallery@rinconconsultants.com 
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Welcome to the City of Guadalupe  


Bicycle and Pedestrian Master Plan webpage! 


About the Plan 


The City of Guadalupe is developing its first comprehensive Bicycle and Pedestrian Master Plan. 
The purpose of the plan is to direct the enhancement and development of bicycle and pedestrian 
facilities and programs in Guadalupe for both transportation and recreation. The plan is intended 
to encourage and increase bicycling and walking in Guadalupe by making them more safe, 
convenient, and enjoyable. 


The plan will be prepared in English and Spanish. Development of the Bicycle and Pedestrian 
Master Plan is being funded through an Environmental Justice and Community-Based 
Transportation Planning grant administered through the California Department of Transportation 
(Caltrans). 


Community Workshop #2 


Please join us for the second community workshop on the Bicycle and Pedestrian Master Plan on 
Thursday, October 17 at 6:00 p.m. at City Hall in the Council Chambers, 918 Obispo Street, 
Guadalupe, California. The workshop will provide an opportunity to learn about the purpose 
and objectives of the Bicycle and Pedestrian Master Plan, and review and provide input on the 
proposed bicycle and pedestrian network, facilities, and programs.  


Schedule 


Workshop #2 – October 17, 2013 


Public Draft Plan – November 2013 


Final Plan – December 2013 


Please check back periodically for updates and to review the draft plan upon release. 
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MAYOR: 
MAYOR PRO TEM: 
COUNCIL MEMBER: 
COUNCIL MEMBER: 
COUNCIL MEMBER: 


JOHN LIZALDE 
ARISTON JULIAN 
GINA RUBALCABA 
JERRY BEATTY 
VIRGINIA PONCE 


AGENDA 


CITY ADMINISTRATOR: ANDREW CARTER 
CITY ATTORNEY: DAVID FLEISHMAN 
CITY CLERK: JOICE EARLEEN RAGUZ 
CITY TREASURER: PETRONA AMIDO 


GUADALUPE CITY COUNCIL 


Regular Meeting 
Tuesday, May 26, 2015 


REGULAR SESSION 6:00 P.M. 


City Hall, Council Chambers 
918 Obispo Street, Guadalupe, California 93434 


In compliance with the Americans with Disabilities Act, if you need special assistance to participate in a City 
meeting or other services offered by this City, please contact the City Clerk's office, (805) 356-3891. 
Notification of at least 72 hours prior to the meeting or time when services are needed will assist the City staff 
in assuring that reasonable arrangements can be made to provide accessibUity to the meeting or service. 


If you wish to speak concerning any item on the agenda, please complete the Request to Speak form that is 
provided at the rear of the Council Chambers prior to the completion of the staff report and hand the form to the 
City Clerk. Note: Staff Reports for this agenda, as well as any materials related to items on this agenda 
submitted after distribution of the agenda packet, are available for inspection at the office of the City 
Administrator, City Hall, 918 Obispo Street, Guadalupe, California during regular business hours, 8:00 a.m. to 
4:30 p.m., Monday through Friday; telephone (805) 356-3891. 


1. MOMENT OF SILENCE. 


2. PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE. 


3. ROLL CALL. Council Members Jerry Beatty, Virginia Ponce, Gina Rubalcaba, Ariston Julian 
and Mayor John Lizalde. 


4. SWEARING IN OF: PAID-CALL FIREFIGHTER - ALAN WONG 
PAID-CALL FIREFIGHTER - DOMINIC ARGANDA 
RESERVE POLICE OFFICER- ALEJANDRO MARIN 


5. COMMUNITY PARTICIPATION FORUM. 


Each person will be limited to a discussion of 3 minutes or as directed by the Mayor. This time is reserved to accept comments 
from the public on Consent Agenda items, Closed Session items, or matters not otherwise scheduled on this agenda. Pursuant 
to provisions of the Brown Act, no action may be taken on these matters unless they are listed on the agenda, or unless certain 
emergency or special circumstances exist. City Council may direct Staff to investigate and/or schedule certain matters fo1 
consideration at a future City Council meeting. 
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AGENDA - City Council 
Regular Meeting- May 26, 2015 Page2 


6. CONSENT CALENDAR. The following items are presented for Council approval without 
discussion as a single agenda item in order to expedite the meeting. Should a Council Member 
wish to discuss or disapprove an item, it must be dropped from the blanket motion of approval and 
considered as a separate item. 


a. Payment of Warrants for the period ending May 19, 2015 to be approved for payment by the 
City Council. Subject to having been certified as being in conformity with the budget by the 
Finance Director. 


b. Minutes of the City Council of the Regular Meeting of May 12, 2015 to be ordered filed. 


c. Monthly Reports from Department Heads: 


i. Police Department report for the month of April 2015. 
ii. Fire Department report for the month of April 2015. 
iii. Building Department report for the month of April 2015. 
iv. City Treasurer's report for the month of April 2015. 
v. City Engineer's report forthe month of April 2015. 
vi. Parks and Recreation Update. 
vii. Monthly Cash Balances. 


d. Amended Transportation Development Act (TDA) Claim - Resolution No. 2015-18. 


e. Supporting Construction of Pedestrian Improvements on Guadalupe Street/Highway 1 between 
Olivera Street and the Train Station - Resolution No. 2015-22. 


f. Michael K. Nunley & Associates Support USDA Grant-Resolution No. 2015-23. 


7. SANTA BARBARA COUNTY ANIMAL SERVICES AGREEMENT - ONE-YEAR 
EXTENSION. 


a. Written Staff Report (Andrew Carter, City Administrator) 


b. City Council discussion and consideration. 
c. It is recommended that the City Council approve a one-year extension of the City's current 


Animal Services contract with the County of Santa Barbara and authorize the Mayor to execute 
that agreement. 


8. 2013-14 CITY AUDIT. That the City Council adopt Resolution No. 2015-21 which: 


I. Accepts the 2013-14 audited financial statements prepared by Glenn Burdette. 
2. Authorizes staff to retain Glenn Burdette for the 2014-15 audit. 
3. Authorizes staff to retain Glenn Burdette to assist with and attest to the State-required 2013-14 


Gann Limit report. 


a. Written Staff Report (Andrew Carter, City Administrator) 


b. City Council discussion and consideration. 
c. It is recommended that the City Council adopt Resolution No. 2015-21. 
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SECTION III: INDICATORS OF NEED


  74 A Snapshot of Poverty in Santa Barbara County                   


Health Status and Insurance Coverage
Research from the World Health Organization and many others demonstrates a clear connection be-
tween poverty and health.62  People in poverty tend to suffer from poorer health and are often under-
insured or uninsured. Data findings on Santa Barbara County’s residents confirm this trend.


Physical Health
In 2010, the average age of death in Santa Barbara County was 76 years of age; the average age of 
death in the zip codes associated with high poverty areas was about three years less. 


Figure III.19 Average Age of Death by Zip Code 
2009 and 2010 


2009 2010


Number of 
Deaths


Average Age 
of Death


Number of 
Deaths


Average Age 
of Death


County 2,840 75.0 2,830 76.0


 North County 918 67.6 902 70.9


 Mid County 549 67.2 545 70.5


 South County 1,354 75.9 1,368 77.2


High Poverty Areas (By Zip Code) 1,402 71.3 1,350 72.9


 Lompoc HPA 390 73.1 354 73.0


 Santa Maria HPA 557 70.6 524 72.1


 City of SB HPA 269 70.0 295 71.8


 Isla Vista HPA 186 71.3 177 74.8


Source: Santa Barbara Department of Public Health, aggregated by the Insight Center 


Another common indicator of health status is the number of premature years of life lost (PYLL) due to 
poor health conditions. Premature years of life lost is a measure that weighs the deaths of younger peo-
ple more heavily. It is calculated by setting an upper reference age corresponding to life expectancy—in 
this case 75 years. Each person’s PYLL is calculated by subtracting the person’s age at death from the 
reference age. If a person was older than 75 when he or she died, that person’s PYLL is zero. All of the 
individual PYLLs are summed to arrive at the total number of PYLL for particular census tracts. Map III.8 
on the following page shows the premature years of life lost due to poor health conditions.  


`` Areas with the highest numbers of premature years of life lost (52.2–61.7) are in: 


`� Guadalupe,


`� the east side of Santa Maria,


`� the area east of the City of Santa Maria,


`� the swath of Mid County that includes Lompoc, Los Alamos, and Buellton,


`� the east side of the City of Santa Barbara, and


`� Carpinteria.


`` The high poverty areas all fall into the highest three quintiles of PYLL with the exception of the Isla 
Vista high poverty area (which again has a younger, healthier student population).The lowest quin-
tile of PYLL accounts for two zip codes with no years of life lost due to poor health conditions and 
includes the areas around Vandenberg Air Force Base, Cuyama, Los Olivos, and zip code 93067 
(which is on the coast just west of Carpinteria).
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Source: Statistical Master Death File, California Department of Public Health. 2012 


19 20 


Rank
1
Cause of Death


2 No.
% of all 


Deaths


Crude Rate per 


100,000
SB County


3


1 Diseases of the heart (I00-I09, I11,I13,I20-I51) 614 26.5 311.0 165.7


2 Malignant neoplasms (C00-C97) 534 23.1 270.4 161.6


3 Alzheimer's disease (G30) 158 6.8 80.0 36.5


4 Cerebrovascular diseases (I60-I69) 142 6.1 71.9 37.7


5 Mental and behavioral disorder (F01-F99) 115 5.0 58.2 30.6


6 Chronic lower respiratory diseases (J40-J47) 101 4.4 51.2 27.7


7 Accidents (unintentional injuries) (V01-X59, Y85-Y86) 71 3.1 36.0 19.8


8 Diseases of the digestive system (K00-K92)4 66 2.9 33.4 29.4


9 Diabetes mellitus (E10-E14) 41 1.8 20.8 12.3


10 Influenza and pneumonia (J09-J18) 40 1.7 20.3 10.9


⍫ All other causes (residual) 433 18.7 219.3 132.4


Σ All causes 2,315 100.0 1172.4 664.6


1. Rank is based on the number of cases in the County of Santa Barbara


2. Based on the International Classification of Diseases, Tenth rev ision, 1992


3. State of California, Dept. of Finance, Race/Ethnic Population with Age and Sex Detail, 2000-2050. Sacramento, California, July 2007.


4. Excluding chronic liver disease and cirrhosis (K70, K73-K74)


Leading 10 Causes of Death in Whites Santa Barbara County 2012Leading 10 Causes of Death in Whites Santa Barbara County 2012Leading 10 Causes of Death in Whites Santa Barbara County 2012Leading 10 Causes of Death in Whites Santa Barbara County 2012


Age Adjusted Rates Per 100,000 U.S. Standard PopulationAge Adjusted Rates Per 100,000 U.S. Standard PopulationAge Adjusted Rates Per 100,000 U.S. Standard PopulationAge Adjusted Rates Per 100,000 U.S. Standard Population


Rank
1


Cause of Death
2 No.


% of all 


Deaths


Crude Rate per 


100,000
SB County3


1 Diseases of the heart (I00-I09, I11,I13,I20-I51) 124 24.7 65.1 134.15


2 Malignant neoplasms (C00-C97) 109 21.7 57.3 107.27


3 Accidents (unintentional injuries) (V01-X59, Y85-Y86) 26 5.2 13.7 14.99


4 Cerebrovascular diseases (I60-I69) 24 4.8 12.6 25.37


4 Chronic liver/ Cirrhosis (K70, K73-K74) 24 4.8 12.6 20.75


6 Diabetes mellitus (E10-E14) 21 4.2 11.0 23.86


7 Mental and behavioral disorder (F01-F99) 19 3.8 10.0 20.01


8 Diseases of the digestive system (K00-K92)* 15 3.0 7.9 15.28


9 Alzheimer's disease (G30) 11 2.2 5.8 14.14


10 Chronic lower respiratory diseases (J40-J47) 9 1.8 4.7 12.10


?


All other causes (residual) 120 23.9 63.0 102.13


Σ


All causes 502 100.0 263.7 490.06


1. Rank is based on the number of  cases in the County of Santa Barbara


2. Based on the International Classification of Diseases, Tenth revision, 1992


3. State  of Ca lifornia, Dept. of Finance, Race/Ethnic Population with Age and Sex Detail, 2000-2050. Sacramento, California, July 2007.


4. Excluding chronic liver disease and cirrhosis (K70, K73-K74)


Leading 10 Causes of Death in Hispanics in Santa Barbara County 2012Leading 10 Causes of Death in Hispanics in Santa Barbara County 2012Leading 10 Causes of Death in Hispanics in Santa Barbara County 2012Leading 10 Causes of Death in Hispanics in Santa Barbara County 2012


Age Adjusted Rates Per 100,000 U.S. Standard PopulationAge Adjusted Rates Per 100,000 U.S. Standard PopulationAge Adjusted Rates Per 100,000 U.S. Standard PopulationAge Adjusted Rates Per 100,000 U.S. Standard Population


PPPP    remature deaths that are more frequent in a younger population present a larger number of 


years of life lost for each death.  Thus, suicide, which is too common among adolescents and 


young adults, reflects 1,338 years of lives lost for the 42 deaths in this category.  Many of the causes 


of premature death are preventable with lifestyle and environmental changes.  For example, 


heart disease can be reduced through dietary changes, reductions in smoking, and increased 


physical activity.  Motor vehicle deaths can be prevented through safer driving, not drinking or us-


ing drugs while driving, and use of seatbelts.  Accidental drug overdose and liver disease can be 


reduced through reduced use of drugs and alcohol and appropriate use of prescription medica-


tion. 


The causes of death do vary between Non-Hispanic Whites and Hispanics in Santa Barbara Coun-


ty.  This is consistent with what is seen nationwide.  


Source: Statistical Master Death File, California Department of Public Health. 2012 
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IntroductionIntroductionIntroductionIntroduction    
Santa Barbara County Public Health DepartmentSanta Barbara County Public Health DepartmentSanta Barbara County Public Health DepartmentSanta Barbara County Public Health Department    


TTTT    he mission of the Santa Barbara County Public Health Department is to improve the health of our 


communities by preventing disease, promoting wellness, and ensuring access to needed health 


care. Our vision is: Healthier communities through leadership, partnership, and science. 


The Public Health Department works with community members and organizations to: 


Θ Prevent epidemics and the spread of disease


Θ Protect against environmental hazards


Θ Prevent injuries


Θ Promote healthy behaviors


Θ Respond to disasters and assist communities in recovery


Θ Ensure the quality and accessibility of health services


The Santa Barbara County Public Health Department offers a number of programs and services designed 


to promote health, and treat and prevent disease.  For a complete listing of programs and services, visit 


our website at www.sbcphd.org and click the “Programs and Ser-


vices” link, or call 805-681-5100.  Information on a variety of health 


issues is available from the US National Library of Medicine at 


www.nlm.nih.gov, and from the Centers for Disease Control at 


www.cdc.gov. 


Report OverviewReport OverviewReport OverviewReport Overview    


TTTT    he theme of this report is 3 - 4 - 50; referring to the fact that three unhealthy behaviors (poor 


diet, physical inactivity, and tobacco use) contribute to four diseases (vascular disease, 


cancer, lung disease, and type 2 diabetes) that cause over 50% of deaths in Santa Barbara County. 


In this report, we investigate these leading causes of death and preventable diseases. 


Additional information about other leading causes of death, disease, and health issues, such as 


communicable diseases like tuberculosis, sexually transmitted infections, accidental deaths, and 


maternal and child health, including teen births and prenatal care, is available on the PHD website at 


www.sbcphd.org. 


Health RankingHealth RankingHealth RankingHealth Ranking    


IIII    n the 2013 County Health Rankings produced by the Robert Wood Johnson Foundation and the 


University of Wisconsin Population Health Institute, Santa Barbara County ranked 14th on Health 


Outcomes and Health Factors out of the 57 counties reporting in California.  The County ranked 18th 


on Mortality or length of life, 12th on the Health Behaviors of area residents, 10th 


in terms of the Physical Environment, 19th on Social and Economic conditions, 


and 16th for Clinical Care.  Santa Barbara County residents were healthier 


than the state average on several specific behaviors, including adult 


smoking (11% of adults in Santa Barbara County vs. 14% 


statewide), adult obesity (20% vs. 24%), physical inactivity (16% 


vs. 18%), and sexually transmitted infections (338/1000 adults 


vs. 404/1000). Santa Barbara also had fewer hospital stays 


than the state average (35 vs. 52), higher diabetes 


screening levels (87% vs. 81%) and higher levels of 


mammography (69% vs 62%). For more information go to 


www.countyhealthrankings.org/california/santa-barbara. 
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smoking (11% of adults in Santa Barbara County vs. 14% 


statewide), adult obesity (20% vs. 24%), physical inactivity (16% 
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www.countyhealthrankings.org/california/santa-barbara. 
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Listing  of  all  bicycle  and  pedestrian  crashes  (only) shown  in  this  application: 


Note: SWITRA forms are used for communities which exceed a population of 10,000, according to the 
Chief of Police of the City of Guadalupe, so they are not used since pop. Is 7214.  
 
(Only Pedestrian Crashes within the Project Area are included): 


 Collision #1 at Olivera St and Guadalupe (recorded by Guadalupe Police Department from 2007‐
2012) per Bicycle and Pedestrian Master Plan 


 Collision #2 at 10th St and Guadalupe (recorded by Guadalupe Police Department from 2007‐
2012) per Bicycle and Pedestrian Master Plan 


 Collision #3 1/7/2016; 800 Block of Guadalupe St. (between 8th and 9th Streets); pedestrian 
struck by vehicle, injury. (see attached email.)  
















6/14/2016 Gmail  ATP Cycle 3  City of Guadalupe  Guadalupe St/Hwy 1 Pedestrian Improvments


https://mail.google.com/mail/u/0/?ui=2&ik=29f34a253b&view=pt&search=inbox&msg=155508c6e53e15c2&dsqt=1&siml=155508c6e53e15c2 1/2


Lori Thompson <lorikimthompson@gmail.com>


ATP Cycle 3  City of Guadalupe  Guadalupe St/Hwy 1 Pedestrian Improvments 
Active Transportation Program <inquiry@atpcommunitycorps.org> Tue, Jun 14, 2016 at 1:13 PM
To: Lori Azeem <lori.azeem@gmail.com>
Cc: "atp@ccc.ca.gov" <ATP@ccc.ca.gov>, "Hsieh, Wei@CCC" <wei.hsieh@ccc.ca.gov>


Hello Lori,


Thank you for contacting the Local Conservation Corps. Unfortunately, we are unable to participate in this project. Please
include this email with your application as proof that you reached out to the Local Conservation Corps.


Thank you,
Dominique


On Sun, Jun 12, 2016 at 9:20 PM, Lori Azeem <lori.azeem@gmail.com> wrote:
To Wei Hsieh and/or CCC Staff,


The City of Guadalupe is applying for ATP Cycle 3 grant funds for a project entitled "Guadalupe Street (Hwy 1)
Pedestrian Improvements". Please kindly see the attached information for you to review and respond if the California
Conservation Corps and Community Conservation Corps will be able to help with this project or not. 


Description: 
The project location is on Guadalupe St. (Hwy 1) from Ninth St. to the Amtrak Station, and various locations
throughout the City. Pedestrian Improvements include installation of sidewalk, curb ramps and restriping of
crosswalks along Guadalupe St and near elementary school and traffic calming along Guadalupe St to increase
visibility of pedestrians at existing crosswalks, adding 2 new crosswalks, one at 6th and an inroadway lighted
crosswalk at 5th St.


Estimate
Construction: $458,000


Schedule:
Construction Allocation:  01/01/2020
Completion: 9/29/2020


Project Map & Preliminary Plans
See attached  


I look forward to your timely response, preferably by 10am on Tues, June 14.


Kind Regards,


Lori Azeem, PE
Eikhof Design Group
representing City of Guadalupe
8055388877


 


Dominique Lofton | Program Assistant
Environmental & Energy Consulting
1121 L Street, Suite 400 
Sacramento, CA 95814
916.426.9170 | inquiry@atpcommunitycorps.org



mailto:lori.azeem@gmail.com

tel:805-538-8877

tel:916.426.9170

mailto:inquiry@atpcommunitycorps.org
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4.0 Pedestrian Network  
The most utilized and sought after pedestrian environments are places where people have the 


opportunity to feel safe and comfortable, enjoy their surroundings, and observe or interact with 


other members of their community. To achieve this status, pedestrian facilities need to be 


designed to meet or exceed the minimal requirements, and include amenities that encourage 


and promote walking. In addition, it is essential that the pedestrian network accommodate a 


wide variety of user types, needs, and abilities. 


 


This chapter provides an introduction to the various components that make up a pedestrian 


network and describes the existing pedestrian facilities and programs in Guadalupe. It also 


identifies the proposed improvements to the pedestrian network and programs. 


 


Throughout this document the term “pedestrian” will be used to include all persons who utilize 


the sidewalks and crosswalks regardless of their level of mobility. The goal of pedestrian oriented 


design is to meet the needs of all users, regardless of their age, their destination, or if they walk or 


use a wheelchair. 


4.1  Pedestrian Facilities 


Pedestrian facilities include sidewalks, paths or walkways, crosswalks, signage, and streetscape 


enhancements, such as pedestrian-scale lighting and street trees, which are described in this 


section. 


 


4.1.1  Sidewalks and Paths 


An effective pedestrian network provides safe, accessible, uninterrupted and convenient 


walkways between the origins and destinations within a city. Walkways can include both 


sidewalks and paths, which are defined below and shown in Figure 4-1. 


 


 Sidewalks – the paved portion of a road or highway set apart by curbs, barriers, markings 


or other delineation for pedestrian travel. The minimum width of a sidewalk is 


approximately five feet and four of the five feet may not be obstructed by signs, poles, 


benches, or other streetscape amenities. 


 Paths – a paved route or trail for pedestrians separate from the road network. A 


pedestrian path typically provides the shortest distance between two places. 


  


It is required that all curbs and ramps meet ADA standards. Curb ramps allow people with 


mobility impairments to gain access to the sidewalks and to pass through median islands in 


streets. Without curb ramps, these individuals would be forced to travel in streets and roadways, 


where they are in potential conflict with vehicles and/or are prevented from reaching their 


destination. Curb ramps are required at every intersection where a pedestrian way crosses a 


curb. 
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Figure 4-1: Sidewalk and Path Types 


Sidewalk 


 


Sidewalk with Landscape Buffer 


 


Multi-Use Path 


 


 


4.1.2  Crosswalks 


Crosswalks are designed to provide safe pathways for pedestrians attempting to cross vehicular 


traffic. The safety of a crosswalk can be enhanced using many different techniques including: 


stop pavement marking, signal protection, button-activated in-pavement lights, use of textured 


or different colored paving materials, proper markings (e.g., paint color, line widths, etc.), raised 


median islands or refuge islands, or crossing guards. The Caltrans Highway Design Manual 


provides design standards, policies, and procedures for use on the California state highway 


system, including Highway 1 and Highway 166 within Guadalupe.  


 


Typically crosswalks are located at an intersection. Mid-block crosswalks may be established 


between intersections in accordance with the California Vehicle Code, but are generally 


unexpected by the motorist and should be discouraged unless, in the opinion of the engineer, 


there is strong justification in favor of such installation. Figure 4-2 provides some examples of 


crosswalks. 


 


Figure 4-2: Crosswalks 


Colored Striped Crosswalk 


 


Raised Crosswalk 
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4.1.3  Signage  


Functional and well-designed pedestrian signage and way-finding is important for maintaining a 


safe pedestrian network. Signs may be installed to provide advance warning of pedestrian 


presence. The effectiveness of signs can be enhanced with the use of flashing beacons. For 


example, flashing yellow beacons may be installed to supplement standard school signing and 


markings for the purpose of providing advance warning during specified times of operation 


when justified.  Section 2 of the MUTCD sets forth standards for pedestrian signage.  


 


Figure 4-3: Pedestrian Signage 


Pedestrian Crossing Signage 


 


Crosswalk Signage 


 


Pedestrian Ahead Signage 


 


 


4.1.4  Streetscape Enhancement 


Streetscape enhancements are pedestrian improvements beyond the minimum standard that 


help to create an enhanced pedestrian experience and contribute to the overall livability of the 


city. Streetscape enhancements generally include pedestrian-scaled lighting, street trees and 


landscaping, street furniture, colored or decorative paving, and decorative crosswalks. In 


addition, traffic calming measures are often employed to reduce crossing distances and traffic 


speeds and increase visibility of pedestrians crossing the street.  


 


Figure 4-4: Streetscape Enhancements  


Landscaping 


 


Lighting and Street Trees 


 


Wall and Landscaping 
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4.2 Existing Conditions 


According to the U.S. Census Bureau’s Means of Transportation to Work data for 2007-2011, 


approximately four percent of Guadalupe residents (or 130 residents) walk to work. This 


commuter population represents only a percentage of the total walking trips within the city, as 


walking trips made for school, shopping, and recreation purposes often represent a large 


percentage of total walking trips but are not captured within the U.S. Census based surveys.  


 


SBCAG’s 2040 Regional Transportation Plan & Sustainable Communities Strategy estimates that 


implementation of the preferred scenario will increase the percentage of walking mode share in 


the SBCAG planning area (including the City of Guadalupe) for all trips to 3.85% in 2020, and  


3.94% in 2040. Based on Guadalupe’s projected population of 7,080 residents in 2020 and 9,660 


residents in 2040 from the SBCAG 2040 Regional Growth Forecast, this equates to approximately 


273 residents walking to work in 2020 and 391 residents walking to work in 2040. 


 


4.2.1  Sidewalks and Paths 


Guadalupe’s existing pedestrian network is comprised of sidewalks and a pedestrian bridge over 


the railroad at the intersection of Pacheco and Ninth Street. Currently there are no separate 


pedestrian paths within the city.  


 


Most streets within the city have concrete sidewalks along both sides of the street. However, 


there are several areas where there are gaps in the sidewalk network. Some streets such as 


Eleventh Street, Flower Avenue, Obispo Street, and Main Street do not necessitate sidewalks 


along the portions that border agricultural or industrial parcels. However, other sidewalk gaps 


within the city may create barriers to travel and hazards for pedestrians. At the location of these 


gaps, pedestrians have been observed walking in the street or making circuitous detours to 


avoid doing so. In addition, throughout the city, many sidewalks, crosswalks, and curb ramps 


need to be upgraded to meet current ADA standards. ADA standards have evolved since many 


of the original accessibility improvements were implemented, and the City is working to make 


these upgrades to meet current standards. In many cases meeting ADA standards is a complex 


task because of the limited spatial resources. 


 


In addition, the Union Pacific Railroad and Santa Maria Valley Railroad divides the city, west 


from east, which is a barrier to pedestrian, bicycle and emergency vehicle access in the city. 


Currently, there is an approximately one mile segment between Main Street/Highway 166 and 


Ninth Street, where there is no pedestrian, bicycle, or vehicle access between the east and west 


portions of the city. 


 


Based on public input during the planning process, many community members indicated that 


they do not walk within the city due to poorly maintained sidewalks and a lack of connectivity 


between neighborhoods. Many community members also expressed that a lack of nighttime 


lighting (streetlights) along sidewalks discourages them from walking in the city at night. Figure 4-


5 shows the location of existing sidewalks within the city. 
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4.2.2  Crosswalks 


There are several crosswalks within the city which improve pedestrian safety (see Figure 4-5). The 


intersections in the vicinity of Mary Buren Elementary School and Kermit McKenzie Junior High 


School are painted with yellow crosswalks in accordance with MUTCD Section 7C.02. Two of 


these crosswalks are equipped with button-activated in-pavement lights and flashing crosswalk 


signage. Crossing guards are also present at the end of school hours at multiple locations. 


 


In addition, there are several crosswalks in the downtown along Guadalupe Street/Highway 1 at 


the intersections of Eleventh Street, Ninth Street, and Olivera Street. The crosswalk at Olivera 


Street is equipped with button-activated in-pavement lights and flashing crosswalk signage.   


 


Based on public input received during the planning process, the community expressed the need 


for additional and/or more visible crosswalks, primarily along Guadalupe Street/Highway 1. In 


addition, a number of the existing crosswalks should be improved by restriping the crosswalks as 


high visibility ladder crosswalks or adding pedestrian actuated signals to increase their visibility. If 


the street is wide enough, improvements should also consider implementing curb extensions or 


pedestrian refuge islands at crosswalks to reduce the crossing distance and increase pedestrian 


safety.  


 


4.2.3  Signage 


There are three crosswalks within Guadalupe that have buttons to activate flashing signals on 


the road to alert cars of pedestrian presence. A flashing “stop ahead” sign is also located at the 


northern entrance to the city to alert motorists of the stop sign and cross walk at Eleventh Street. 


In addition, “School Crossing” signs are located on both sides of Main Street near Kermit 


McKenzie Junior High School and are also present on several streets near Mary Buren Elementary 


School. Painted messages on the road also alert motorists to slow down near both schools.  


According to public input received at the community workshops, community members 


indicated the need for more pedestrian signage and way-finding signage through the city.   


 


4.2.4  Streetscape Enhancements 


Landscaping, including trees and planters, exist within the city along Guadalupe Street/Highway 


1, Main Street, and in some residential neighborhoods.  Bulbouts are present at multiple locations 


along Guadalupe Street/Highway 1 and a single bench resides at the intersection with Tenth 


Street.  Garbage cans are present on the sidewalk on both sides of Guadalupe Street/Highway 


1, but lack adjacent recycle bins.  Transit stop shelters exist at most of the Guadalupe Flyer stops 


and a small building at the Amtrak station protects commuters and travelers from inclement 


weather conditions. According to public input received during the planning process, community 


members and other stakeholders expressed that street lighting, landscaping and street furniture 


would encourage them to walk more. 
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4.2.5  Existing Safety  Programs and Collission Analysis 


In an effort to ensure pedestrian safety, the Guadalupe Police Department issues citations for 


‘Failure to Yield to Pedestrian’ violations. Pedestrian law is detailed in the California Vehicle 


Code Division 11. These laws are enforced by the Guadalupe Police Department and the 


California Highway Patrol along State Highway 1 and State Highway 166. Currently, the 


Guadalupe Police Department offers free “Safe Walker – Safe Rider” education presentations 


upon request of any Guadalupe Unified School District teacher. They also provide each student 


with a coloring book from the “National Child Safety Council” on the subject.  


 


According to the Guadalupe Police Department (data from 2005 through May 2012) and 


Statewide Integrated Traffic Records System (SWITRS) (data from 2007 through 2011), between 


2005 and May 2012, there have been nine pedestrian involved car accidents. Figure 4-6 shows 


the pedestrian collision locations. Based on the number of pedestrian involved accidents from 


2005 to 2012, as well as public input received at community workshops, there is a need to 


increase pedestrian safety and public awareness. In addition, community members expressed 


concerns about pedestrian safety around the downtown and indicated a need for expanded 


safety education and outreach.  


4.3  Needs Assessment 


Guadalupe has many qualities favorable to walking, including a temperate climate, flat terrain, 


and nearby scenic and recreational resources accessible from Guadalupe Street/Highway 1 


and Main Street/Highway 166. Based on the assessment of existing conditions and the public 


input received throughout the planning process, a needs assessment was conducted to identify 


improvements and programs that can be made to increase the popularity and safety of walking 


in Guadalupe.  


 


4.3.1 Sidewalks and Paths  


As mentioned in the existing conditions section above, the majority of streets have concrete 


sidewalks on both sides of the street.  However, some streets only have a sidewalk on one side or 


have gaps in the sidewalk.  This naturally deters people from walking around town. As described 


by the community survey, 53 percent of respondents noted that poorly maintained sidewalks 


are a problem when walking in Guadalupe and 50 percent indicated that infill of sidewalk gaps 


would encourage them to walk in the city. In addition, input received from community members 


at the first community meeting, as well as from stakeholders interviewed during the planning 


process expressed a desire for a walking path in the Ninth Street Wetland complex for 


recreational use. Stakeholders also expressed a need for a railroad overcrossing at Fourth Street 


to improve connectivity and emergency access between the east and west portions of the city. 


 


4.3.2 Crosswalks 


While there are some existing crosswalks that provide adequate pedestrian safety, a number of 


existing crosswalks within the city should be re-painted or -designed for better visibility. Safety 


could also be enhanced through the installation of flashing warning signals, or in-street flashing 
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lights. As indicated by the community survey, 21 percent of respondents expressed concerns 


regarding difficulty crossing streets, and 56 percent indicated that improvements to crosswalks 


would encourage them to walk within the city. In addition, community members at the first 


public workshop expressed the need for additional crosswalks, primarily along Guadalupe 


Street/Highway 1.  


 


4.3.3  Signange 


Based on public input received during the planning process, the community expressed the need 


for additional pedestrian signage to improve safety throughout the city. As described by the 


community survey, 47 percent of respondents expressed concerns regarding motorists not 


stopping for pedestrians, and 69 percent of respondents indicated that better pedestrian 


signage would encourage them to walk within the city. Flashing crosswalk signs and advanced 


flashing pedestrian warning signs should be installed at crossing locations across heavily 


trafficked roadways to enhance visibility and improve safety of pedestrians. 


 


4.3.4  Streetscape Enhancements 


Based on the public input received during the planning process, many Guadalupe community 


members identified that the lack of nighttime lighting (streetlights) discourages them from 


walking. According to the community survey, 37 percent of respondents indicated that 


insufficient lighting deters them from walking in Guadalupe. In addition to other factors, 75 


percent of Guadalupe residents expressed that increased landscaping and street furniture 


would encourage them to walk more.  


 


4.3.5  Education and Outreach Programs 


Community members expressed that many people do not follow applicable laws for crossing 


streets. To address this issue, community members indicated a need for bicycle education and 


outreach programs through workshops and volunteer programs at local schools.  In addition, 


several stakeholders also expressed a need for incentive programs and community events (e.g. 


walking tours) to encourage walking within the city. 


4.4  Proposed Pedestrian Network Improvements 


and Programs 


This section identifies proposed facility improvements and programs to enhance the pedestrian 


environment in Guadalupe and to meet the needs of the community (see Figure 4-7). They are 


designed to attract and encourage residents of Guadalupe to utilize the pedestrian network as 


a safe and convenient mode of transportation within the city. Improvements and programs 


were identified based on an evaluation of existing infrastructure, commute patterns, accident 


data, and public input. Typically they are located in discrete locations that warrant special 


considerations for pedestrians because they pose potential challenges to pedestrians or are 


located near significant pedestrian destinations and thus deserve special safety precautions.  
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Please note that the Santa Maria Levee Trail is not proposed as part of this plan, as it is outside of 


the jurisdiction of the City and is being implemented regionally. The trail is shown on Figure 4-7 


since it is an important regional connector for bicyclists and pedestrians Guadalupe.  


 


4.4.1  Pedestrian Network Improvements 


Figure 4-7 and the list below identify the recommended improvements to the pedestrian network 


based on the results of the existing conditions assessment and community needs analysis. 


Installing sidewalks at the following locations will close gaps in the pedestrian network and 


facilitate pedestrian access to destinations throughout the city. In addition, enhancing visibility 


of pedestrians by improving existing crossings or adding new crosswalks at stop or signal 


controlled intersections may improve safety of residents walking within the city. 
 


# Proposed Improvements 


Sidewalks and Paths 


P.1 Add sidewalk along the east side of Guadalupe Street/Highway 1 between Olivera 


Street and Main Street/Highway 166 


P.2 Add sidewalk along the northwest side of Olivera Street between Ninth Street and 


Guadalupe Street/Highway 1 


P.3 Add sidewalk along the southeastern side of Eleventh Street between Gularte Lane and 


Simas Road 


P.4 Add sidewalk along the south side of Main Street/Highway 166 between Kermit McKenzie 


Jr. High and the eastern city limits 


P.5 Add sidewalk along Fifth Street just west of Tognazzini Avenue 


P.6 Add sidewalk along Seventh Street 


P.7 Add sidewalk along Rubio Street 


P.8 Add sidewalk along Pacheco Street just south of Ninth Street 


P.9 Add sidewalk along the west side Peralta Street between Eleventh and Twelfth Street 


P.10 Add a walking path with emergency access in the Ninth Street wetland complex 


Crosswalks (at Controlled Intersections Only) 


P.11 Add painted crosswalks at the intersections of Main Street/Highway 166 and Flower 


Avenue (if a signal control is installed), Obispo Street, Guadalupe Street/Highway 1, 


Pioneer Street, Julia Drive, Nelson Drive, Point Sal Dunes Way, Pacific Dunes Way, Santa 


Barbara Street, and Calle Cesar E Chavez  


P.12 Add painted crosswalks at the intersections of Second Street and Guadalupe 


Street/Highway 1 and Tognazzini Avenue 


P.13 Add painted crosswalks at the intersections of Third Street and Pioneer Street, Tognazzini 


Avenue, and Campodonico Avenue 


P.14 Add painted crosswalks at the intersections of Fifth Street and Tognazzini Avenue, 


Campodonico Avenue, and Guadalupe Street/Highway 1 


P.15 Add painted crosswalks at the intersection of Sixth Street and Guadalupe 


Street/Highway 1 


P.16 Add painted crosswalks at the intersections of Ninth Street and Olivera Street and Obispo 


Street 


P.17 Add painted crosswalks at the intersections of Tenth Street and Guadalupe 


Street/Highway 1, Olivera Street, and Obispo Street 


P.18 Add painted crosswalks at the intersection of Eleventh Street and Olivera Street  


P.19 Add painted crosswalks at the intersection of Hernandez Drive and Pioneer Street 
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Signage 


P.20 Add a flashing crosswalk sign at the intersection of Main Street/Highway 166 and 


Tognazzini Avenue 


P.21 Add advanced flashing pedestrian warning signs prior to the intersection of Guadalupe 


Street/Highway 1 and Olivera Street from both northbound and southbound directions 


Streetscape Improvements 


P.22 Add lighting and/or landscaping along Guadalupe Street/Highway 1 between Eleventh 


Street and the Amtrak station, along Eleventh Street, and along Ninth Street between 


Obispo Street and Guadalupe Street/Highway 1 


Pedestrian Support Facilities 


P.23 Install public restrooms at or near the Amtrak station 


 


4.4.2  Multi-Modal Connections 


Multi-modal connections within the city, between pedestrians and transit (including bus and 


train), could be greatly improved by providing safe and convenient pedestrian access to transit 


stops and adequate shelter at transit stops. The following recommendations are designed to 


encourage walking to transit stops within the city. 


 


# Proposed Improvements 


Multi-modal Connections 


P.24 Install covered shelters with benches at the bus stops at Main Street/Highway 166 at 


Point Sal Dunes Way, Fifth Street at Third Street, Obispo Street between Holly Street and 


Fir Street, Flower Avenue at Birch Street, and Amber Street at Obispo Street 


 


4.4.3  Education and Outreach Programs 


Education and outreach is a key component to the BPMP, as the BPMP will only be effective if 


the pedestrian network is safe and utilized by the community. Public input gathered during the 


planning process indicates a need for better pedestrian awareness in the city. To address these 


issues, the following education, outreach, and enforcement programs that focus on safety 


and/or encourage walking were identified. 


 


# Proposed Programs 


Education and Outreach Programs 


P.25 Publish the pedestrian network map on the City’s website  


P.26 Partner with Traffic Solutions, a county-wide program by SBCAG that promotes 


alternative transportation through various incentive programs 


P.27 Partner with local organizations to educate students about potential walking paths to 


school 


P.28 Hold a community event (such as walking tours, and/or street fairs) at least once a 


year to encourage walking; focus on safety 
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6/13/2016 Gmail  ATP Cycle 3  City of Guadalupe  Guadalupe St/Hwy 1 Pedestrian Improvments


https://mail.google.com/mail/u/0/?ui=2&ik=29f34a253b&view=pt&q=ATP&qs=true&search=query&msg=1554aa0c7f7edc61&dsqt=1&siml=1554aa0c7f7edc61 1/3


Lori Thompson <lorikimthompson@gmail.com>


ATP Cycle 3  City of Guadalupe  Guadalupe St/Hwy 1 Pedestrian Improvments 
ATP@CCC <ATP@ccc.ca.gov> Mon, Jun 13, 2016 at 9:38 AM
To: "lori.azeem@gmail.com" <lori.azeem@gmail.com>


Lori,


 


The CCC is not able to assist with this project. Please include a copy of this email with your applicaĕon.


 


Thank you,


 


Melanie Wallace


Chief Deputy Analyst


California Conservaĕon Corps


1719 24th Street


Sacramento, CA 95816


D (916)3413153


M (916)5081167


F (877)3155085


melanie.wallace@ccc.ca.gov


 


Every Californian should conserve water. Find out how at:


SaveOurWater.com ∙ Drought.CA.gov


 


 


From: lorikimthompson@gmail.com [mailto:lorikimthompson@gmail.com] On Behalf Of Lori Azeem 
Sent: Sunday, June 12, 2016 9:24 PM 
To: Moore, Tina@CCC <Tina.Moore@CCC.CA.GOV>; Anderson, Mike@CCC <Mike.Anderson@CCC.CA.GOV>;
Galvan, Jimmy@CCC <Jimmy.Galvan@ccc.ca.gov> 
Subject: Fwd: ATP Cycle 3 ‐ City of Guadalupe ‐ Guadalupe St/Hwy 1 Pedestrian Improvments



tel:%28916%29341-3153

tel:%28916%29508-1167

tel:%28877%29315-5085

mailto:melanie.wallace@ccc.ca.gov

http://saveourwater.com/

http://saveourwater.com/

http://drought.ca.gov/

mailto:lorikimthompson@gmail.com

mailto:lorikimthompson@gmail.com

mailto:Tina.Moore@CCC.CA.GOV

mailto:Mike.Anderson@CCC.CA.GOV

mailto:Jimmy.Galvan@ccc.ca.gov
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Any assistance on the inquiry below is appreciated! You were included in past correspondence on the project during the
ATP Cycle 2 application for funding, so that is why you are being contacted. 


 


Regards,


Lori Azeem, PE


 


 Forwarded message 
From: Lori Azeem <lori.azeem@gmail.com>
Date: Sun, Jun 12, 2016 at 9:20 PM
Subject: ATP Cycle 3  City of Guadalupe  Guadalupe St/Hwy 1 Pedestrian Improvments 
To: ATP@ccc.ca.gov, inquiry@atpcommunitycorps.org, wei.hsieh@ccc.ca.gov


To Wei Hsieh and/or CCC Staff,


 


The City of Guadalupe is applying for ATP Cycle 3 grant funds for a project entitled "Guadalupe Street (Hwy 1)
Pedestrian Improvements". Please kindly see the attached information for you to review and respond if the California
Conservation Corps and Community Conservation Corps will be able to help with this project or not. 


 


Description: 


The project location is on Guadalupe St. (Hwy 1) from Ninth St. to the Amtrak Station, and various locations throughout
the City. Pedestrian Improvements include installation of sidewalk, curb ramps and restriping of crosswalks along
Guadalupe St and near elementary school and traffic calming along Guadalupe St to increase visibility of pedestrians at
existing crosswalks, adding 2 new crosswalks, one at 6th and an inroadway lighted crosswalk at 5th St.


 


Estimate


Construction: $458,000


 


Schedule:


Construction Allocation:  01/01/2020


Completion: 9/29/2020


 


Project Map & Preliminary Plans


See attached  


 


I look forward to your timely response, preferably by 10am on Tues, June 14.


 


Kind Regards,


 


Lori Azeem, PE



mailto:lori.azeem@gmail.com

mailto:ATP@ccc.ca.gov

mailto:inquiry@atpcommunitycorps.org

mailto:wei.hsieh@ccc.ca.gov
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Eikhof Design Group


representing City of Guadalupe


8055388877


 


 


Preliminary Plans  Guadalupe St Ped Improvments ATP Cycle 3 Exhibits.pdf 
1693K



tel:805-538-8877
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B19013 MEDIAN HOUSEHOLD INCOME IN THE PAST 12 MONTHS (IN 2014 INFLATION-ADJUSTED DOLLARS)


Universe: Households
2010-2014 American Community Survey 5-Year Estimates


Supporting documentation on code lists, subject definitions, data accuracy, and statistical testing can be found on the American Community Survey
website in the Data and Documentation section.


Sample size and data quality measures (including coverage rates, allocation rates, and response rates) can be found on the American Community
Survey website in the Methodology section.


Although the American Community Survey (ACS) produces population, demographic and housing unit estimates, it is the Census Bureau's Population
Estimates Program that produces and disseminates the official estimates of the population for the nation, states, counties, cities and towns and
estimates of housing units for states and counties.


Guadalupe city, California


Estimate Margin of Error
Median household income in the past 12 months (in 2014
Inflation-adjusted dollars)


45,456 +/-7,610


Data are based on a sample and are subject to sampling variability. The degree of uncertainty for an estimate arising from sampling variability is
represented through the use of a margin of error. The value shown here is the 90 percent margin of error. The margin of error can be interpreted
roughly as providing a 90 percent probability that the interval defined by the estimate minus the margin of error and the estimate plus the margin of
error (the lower and upper confidence bounds) contains the true value. In addition to sampling variability, the ACS estimates are subject to
nonsampling error (for a discussion of nonsampling variability, see Accuracy of the Data). The effect of nonsampling error is not represented in these
tables.


While the 2010-2014 American Community Survey (ACS) data generally reflect the February 2013 Office of Management and Budget (OMB)
definitions of metropolitan and micropolitan statistical areas; in certain instances the names, codes, and boundaries of the principal cities shown in
ACS tables may differ from the OMB definitions due to differences in the effective dates of the geographic entities.


Estimates of urban and rural population, housing units, and characteristics reflect boundaries of urban areas defined based on Census 2010 data. As
a result, data for urban and rural areas from the ACS do not necessarily reflect the results of ongoing urbanization.


Source: U.S. Census Bureau, 2010-2014 American Community Survey 5-Year Estimates


Explanation of Symbols:


    1.  An '**' entry in the margin of error column indicates that either no sample observations or too few sample observations were available to
compute a standard error and thus the margin of error. A statistical test is not appropriate.
    2.  An '-' entry in the estimate column indicates that either no sample observations or too few sample observations were available to compute an
estimate, or a ratio of medians cannot be calculated because one or both of the median estimates falls in the lowest interval or upper interval of an
open-ended distribution.
    3.  An '-' following a median estimate means the median falls in the lowest interval of an open-ended distribution.
    4.  An '+' following a median estimate means the median falls in the upper interval of an open-ended distribution.
    5.  An '***' entry in the margin of error column indicates that the median falls in the lowest interval or upper interval of an open-ended distribution. A
statistical test is not appropriate.
    6.  An '*****' entry in the margin of error column indicates that the estimate is controlled. A statistical test for sampling variability is not appropriate.
    7.  An 'N' entry in the estimate and margin of error columns indicates that data for this geographic area cannot be displayed because the number of
sample cases is too small.
    8.  An '(X)' means that the estimate is not applicable or not available.
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Chapter 4:
Pedestrian Network
Figure 4-6 Pedestrian Related Collision Map
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STATE OF CALIFORNIA • DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
ATP CYCLE 3 APPLICATION FORM
DLA-001 (NEW 4/2016)
v1.3
State of California Department of TransportationForm Title: ATP CYCLE 3 APPLICATION FORMForm Number: DLA-001 (Designed April 2016) Version 1.2
ADA Notice
For individuals with sensory disabilities, this document is available in alternate formats.  For alternate format information, contact the Active Transportation Program at  (916) 653-4335, TTY 711, or write to Caltrans-Local Assistance, 1120 N Street, MS-1, Sacramento, CA 95814.
Page  of 
STATE OF CALIFORNIA • DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
ATP CYCLE 3 APPLICATION FORM
DLA-001 (NEW 4/2016)
v1.3
State of California Department of TransportationForm Title: ATP CYCLE 3 APPLICATION FORMForm Number: DLA-001 (Designed April 2016) Version 1.2
ATP FUNDED COMPONENTS
Infrastructure
PA&ED
PS&E
R/W
CON
Non-Infrastructure
Plan
PROJECT FUNDING INFORMATION (1,000s)
Total 
Project $
Total
ATP $
Total
Non-ATP $
Past 
ATP $
Leveraging $
Matching $
Non-Participating $
Future 
Local $
ACTIVE TRANSPORTATION PROGRAM
APPLICATION INDEX PAGE
Application Part 1: Applicant Information         
Click on title to go directly to this section in the application.
Application Part 2: General Project Information         
Click on title to go directly to this section in the application.
Application Part 3: Project Type         
Click on title to go directly to this section in the application.
Application Part 4: Project Details         
Click on title to go directly to this section in the application.
Application Part 5: Project Schedule         
Click on title to go directly to this section in the application.
Application Part 6: Project Funding         
Click on title to go directly to this section in the application.
PPR         
Click on title to go directly to this section in the application.
Application Part 7: Application Questions         
Click on title to go directly to this section in the application.
Screening Criteria         
Click on title to go directly to this section in the application.
Question Number 1         
Click on title to go directly to this section in the application.
Question Number 2         
Click on title to go directly to this section in the application.
Question Number 3         
Click on title to go directly to this section in the application.
Question Number 4         
Click on title to go directly to this section in the application.
Question Number 5         
Click on title to go directly to this section in the application.
Question Number 6         
Click on title to go directly to this section in the application.
Question Number 7         
Click on title to go directly to this section in the application.
Question Number 8         
Click on title to go directly to this section in the application.
Question Number 9         
Click on title to go directly to this section in the application.
Application Part 8: Attachments         
Click on title to go directly to this section in the application.
Application Part 1: Applicant Information
Implementing Agency:   This agency must enter into a Master Agreement with Caltrans and will be financially and contractually responsible for the delivery of the project within all pertinent Federal and State funding requirements, including being responsible and accountable for the use and expenditure of program funds.  This agency is responsible for the accuracy of the technical information provided in the application and is required to sign the application.   
MASTER AGREEMENTS (MAs):
Does the Implementing Agency currently have a MA with Caltrans?
Implementing Agency's Federal Caltrans MA number
Implementing Agency's Federal Caltrans Master Agreement number
Implementing Agency's State Caltrans MA number
*         Implementing Agencies that do not currently have a MA with Caltrans, must be able to meet the requirements and enter into an MA with Caltrans prior to funds allocation.  The MA approval process can take 6 to 12 months to complete and there is no guarantee the agency will meet the requirements necessary for the State to enter into a MA with the agency.    Delays could also result in a failure to meeting the CTC Allocation timeline requirements and the loss of ATP funding.
Project Partnering Agency:   
The “Project Partnering Agency” is defined as an agency, other than Implementing Agency, that will assume the responsibility for the ongoing operations and maintenance of the improved facility.   The Implementing Agency must: 1) ensure the Partnering Agency agrees to assume responsibility for the ongoing operations and maintenance of the improved facility, 2) provide documentation of the agreement (e.g., letter of intent) as part of the project application, and 3) ensure a copy of the Memorandum of Understanding or Interagency Agreement between the parties is submitted with the first request for allocation. For these projects, the Project Partnering Agency's information shall be provided below.
Based on the definition above, does this project have a partnering agency?
Application Part 2: General Project Information
Project Coordinates: (latitude/longitude in decimal format)
N
W
Congressional District(s):
State Senate District(s):
State Assembly District(s):
Past Projects: Within the last 10 years, has there been any previous State or Federal ATP, SRTS, SR2S, BTA or other ped/bike funding awards for a project(s) that are adjacent to or overlap the limits of project scope of this application?
Project Number
Past Project 
Funding 
Funded 
Amount $
Project 
Type
Type of overlap/connection 
with past projects 
(select only one which matches the best)
Application Part 3: Project Type
Development of a Plan in a Disadvantaged Community: (Check all Plan types that apply)  
Indicate any of the following plans that your agency currently has:  (Check all that apply) 
PROJECT SUB-TYPE  (check all Project Sub-Types that apply):
For a project to qualify for Safe Routes to School designation, the project must directly increase safety and convenience for public school students to walk and/or bike to school. Safe Routes to Schools infrastructure projects must be located within two miles of a public school or within the vicinity of a public school bus stop and the students must be the intended beneficiaries of the project. Other than traffic education and enforcement activities, non-infrastructure projects do not have a location restriction. 
 
Projects with Safe Routes to School elements must fill out "School and Student Details" later in this application.
As a condition of receiving funding, projects with Safe Routes to School Elements must commit to completing additional before and after student surveys as defined in the Caltrans Active Transportation Guidelines (LAPG Chapter 22).
For each school benefited by the project: 1) Fill in the school and student information; and 2) Include the required attachment information.
Project improvements maximum distance from school 
mile
**Refer to the California Department of Education website:  http://www.cde.ca.gov/ds/sh/cw/filesafdc.asp
Trails Projects constructing multi-purpose trails are generally eligible in the Active Transportation Program.  If the applicant believes all or part of their project meets the federal requirements of the Recreational Trails Program they are encouraged to seek a determination from the California Department of Parks and Recreation on the eligibility of their project to complete for this funding.   This is optional but recommended because some trails projects may compete better under this funding program.
 
For all trails projects: 
Do you feel a portion of your project is eligible for federal Recreational Trail funding?   
Applicants intending to pursue “Recreational Trails Program funding” must submit the required information to the California Department of Parks and Recreation prior to the ATP application submissions deadline.  (See the Application Instructions for details) 
 
*Recreational Trail funding can only fund work outside of the roadway Right-of-way.
Application Part 4: Project Details
INFRASTRUCTURE TYPE (Only Intended for Infrastructure Projects)
Note:         When quantifying the amount of Active Transportation improvements proposed by the project, do not double-count the improvements that benefit both Bicyclists and Pedestrians (i.e. new RRFB/Signal should only show as a Pedestrian or Bicycle Improvement).
(As opposed to cost going towards "improving" existing bicycle infrastructure: i.e. Class 2 to Class 4)
New Bike Lanes/Routes:
Linear Feet
Linear Feet
Linear Feet
Linear Feet
Signalized Intersections:
Number
Number
Un-Signalized Intersections:
Number
Number
Mid-Block Crossing:
Number
Number
Lighting:
Number
Linear Feet
Bike Share Program:
Number
Number
Bike Racks/Lockers:
Number
Number
Other Bicycle Improvements:
(As opposed to cost going towards "improving" existing pedestrian infrastructure.)
Sidewalks:
Linear Feet
Linear Feet
Linear Feet
Linear Feet
Linear Feet
ADA Ramp Improvements:
Number
Number
Signalized Intersections:
Number
Number
Number
Number
Number
Un-Signalized Intersections:
Number
Number
Number
Number
Number
Mid-Block Crossing:
Number
Number
Lighting:
Number
Linear Feet
Pedestrian Amenities:
Number
Number
Number
Other Ped Improvements:
Class 1 Trails:
Linear Feet
Linear Feet
Linear Feet
Non-Class 1 Trails:
Linear Feet
Linear Feet
Other Trail Improvements:
Road Diets:
Linear Feet
Number
Speed Feedback Signs:
Number
Signalized Intersections:
Number
Number
Un-Signalized Intersections:
Number
Number
Other Traffic-Calming
Improvements:
Right of Way (R/W) Impacts (Check all that apply)
The federal R/W process involving private property acquisitions and/or private utility relocations can often take 18 to 24 months.  The project schedule in the application for R/W needs to reflect the necessary time to complete the federal R/W process.
*See the application instructions for more details on the required coordination and documentation from these agencies.
Application Part 5: Project Schedule
NOTES:         1) Per CTC Guidelines, all project applications must be submitted with the expectation of receiving federal funding and therefore the schedule below must account for the extra time needed for federal project delivery requirements and approvals, including a NEPA environmental clearance and for each CTC allocation there must also be a Notice to Proceed with Federally Reimbursable work.
         2) Prior to estimating the durations of the project delivery tasks (below), applicants are highly encouraged to review the appropriate chapters of the Local Assistance Procedures Manual and work closely with District Local Assistance Staff.
         3) The proposed CTC allocation dates must be between July 1, 2019 and June 30, 2021 to be consistent with the available ATP funds for Cycle 3.
This page cannot be completed until a project type has been selected in Part 3.
INFRASTRUCTURE PROJECTS:
PA&ED Project Delivery Phase:
Will ATP funds be used in this phase of the project?
months         (See note #2, above)
PS&E Project Delivery Phase:
Will ATP funds be used in this phase of the project?
months
Right of Way Project Delivery Phase:
Will ATP funds be used in this phase of the project?
months
* PS&E and Right of Way phases can be allocated at the same CTC meeting.
Construction Project Delivery Phase:
Will ATP funds be used in this phase of the project?
months
NON-INFRASTRUCTURE (NI) AND "PLAN" PROJECTS: (This includes combined "I" and "NI" projects)
Will ATP funds be used in this phase of the project?
months	
Proposed Dates for "Before" and "After" Counts (As required by the CTC and Caltrans guidelines):
Application Part 6: Project Funding
(1,000s)
The Project Funding table cannot be completed until a project type has been selected in Part 3.
Project
Phase
Total
Project
Costs
Total 
ATP
Funding
ATP
Allocation 
Year *
Total
Non-ATP
Funding **
Non-
Participating
Funding
"Prior"
ATP
Funding
Leveraging
Funding
Matching
Funding ***
(for federal $)
Future Local Identified Funding 
PA&ED
PS&E
R/W
CON
NI-CON
TOTAL
*          The CTC Allocation-Year is calculated based on the information entered into the "Project Schedule" section.
 
**  Applicants must ensure that the “Total Non-ATP Funding” values show in this table match the overall Non-ATP Funding values they enter into Page 2 of the PPR (later in this form)
         
***         For programming purposes, applicants, are asked to identify the portion of the Leveraging Funding that meets the requirements to be used as match for new Federal ATP funding.
ATP FUNDING TYPE REQUESTED:
Per the CTC Guidelines, all ATP projects must be eligible to receive federal funding. Most ATP projects will receive federal funding; however, it is the intent of the Commission to consolidate the allocation of federal funds to as few projects as practicable. Therefore, the smallest projects may be granted State Funding from the State Highway Account (SHA) for all or part of the project.  Agencies with projects under $1M, especially ones being implemented by agencies who are not familiar with the federal funding process, are encouraged to request State funding.
Do you believe your project warrants receiving state-only funding?
ATP PROJECT PROGRAMMING REQUEST (PPR):
Using the Project Schedule, Project Funding, and General Project information provided, this electronic form has automatically prepared the following PPR pages. Applicants must review the information in the PPR to confirm it matches their expectations.
Exhibit 22-G Project Programming Request (PPR)
Project Information:
Project Title:
District
County
Route
EA
Project ID
PPNO
Funding Information:
DO NOT FILL IN ANY SHADED AREAS
Proposed Total Project Cost ($1,000s)  
Component	
Prior
16/17
17/18
18/19
19/20
20/21
21/22+
Total
E&P (PA&ED)
PS&E
R/W
CON
TOTAL
PPR Funding Information Table
ATP Funds
Infrastructure Cycle 3
Proposed Funding Allocation ($1,000s)  
Component	
Prior
16/17
17/18
18/19
19/20
20/21
21/22+
Total
E&P (PA&ED)
PS&E
R/W
CON
TOTAL
ATP Funds
Non-Infrastructure Cycle 3
Proposed Funding Allocation ($1,000s)  
Component	
Prior
16/17
17/18
18/19
19/20
20/21
21/22+
Total
E&P (PA&ED)
PS&E
R/W
CON
TOTAL
ATP Funds
Plan Cycle 3
Proposed Funding Allocation ($1,000s)  
Component	
Prior
16/17
17/18
18/19
19/20
20/21
21/22+
Total
E&P (PA&ED)
PS&E
R/W
CON
TOTAL
ATP Funds
Previous Cycle
Proposed Funding Allocation ($1,000s)  
Component	
Prior
16/17
17/18
18/19
19/20
20/21
21/22+
Total
E&P (PA&ED)
PS&E
R/W
CON
TOTAL
Exhibit 22-G Project Programming Request (PPR)
Project Information:
Project Title:
District
County
Route
EA
Project ID
PPNO
Summary of Non-ATP Funding
The Non-ATP funding shown on this page must match the values in the Project Funding table.
Fund No. 2:
Proposed Funding Allocation ($1,000s)  
Component	
Prior
16/17
17/18
18/19
19/20
20/21
21/22+
Total
E&P (PA&ED)
PS&E
R/W
CON
TOTAL
Fund No. 3:
Proposed Funding Allocation ($1,000s)  
Component	
Prior
16/17
17/18
18/19
19/20
20/21
21/22+
Total
E&P (PA&ED)
PS&E
R/W
CON
TOTAL
Fund No. 4:
Proposed Funding Allocation ($1,000s)  
Component	
Prior
16/17
17/18
18/19
19/20
20/21
21/22+
Total
E&P (PA&ED)
PS&E
R/W
CON
TOTAL
Fund No. 5:
Proposed Funding Allocation ($1,000s)  
Component	
Prior
16/17
17/18
18/19
19/20
20/21
21/22+
Total
E&P (PA&ED)
PS&E
R/W
CON
TOTAL
Fund No. 6:
Proposed Funding Allocation ($1,000s)  
Component	
Prior
16/17
17/18
18/19
19/20
20/21
21/22+
Total
E&P (PA&ED)
PS&E
R/W
CON
TOTAL
Fund No. 7:
Proposed Funding Allocation ($1,000s)  
Component	
Prior
16/17
17/18
18/19
19/20
20/21
21/22+
Total
E&P (PA&ED)
PS&E
R/W
CON
TOTAL
Application Part 7: Application Questions
Screening Criteria
The following Screening Criteria are requirements for applications to be considered for ATP funding.  Failure to demonstrate a project meets these criteria will result is the disqualification of the application. 
1.         Demonstrated fiscal needs of the applicant:
-         Is all or part of the project currently (or has it ever been) formally programmed in an RTPA, MPO and/or Caltrans funding program? 
If "Yes", explain why the project is not considered "fully funded".  (Max of 200 Words)
-         Are any elements of the proposed project directly or indirectly related to the intended improvements of a past or future development or capital improvement project? 
If “Yes”, explain why the other project cannot fund the proposed project.  (Max of 200 Words)
-         Are adjacent properties undeveloped or under-developed where standard “conditions of development” could be placed on future adjacent redevelopment to construct the proposed project improvements?
If “Yes”, explain why the development cannot fund the proposed project.  (Max of 200 Words)
2.         Consistency with an adopted regional transportation plan:
-         Is the project consistent with the relevant adopted regional transportation plan that has been developed and updated pursuant to Government Code Section 65080?
Note:  Projects not providing proof will be disqualified and not be evaluated.
If “No”, document why the project should still be considered as being “consistent with the Regional Plan”.  (Max of 200 Words)
Note:  Projects not providing proof will be disqualified and not be evaluated.
Part B: Narrative Questions
Detailed Instructions for Question #1
QUESTION #1
DISADVANTAGED COMMUNITIES (0-10 POINTS)
A.         Map of Project Boundaries, Access and Destination  (0 points): Required
B.         Identification of Disadvantaged Community:  (0 points)
Select one of the following 4 options.  Must provide information for all Census Tract/Block Group/Place # that the project affects.
         ●  Median Household Income
         ●  CalEnviroScreen
         ●  Free or Reduced Priced School Meals - Applications using this measure must demonstrate how the project benefits the school students in the project area.
         ● Other 
The Median Household Income (Table ID B19013) is less than 80% of the statewide median based on the most current Census Tract (ID 140) level data from the 2010-2014 American Community Survey (ACS) (<$49,191). Communities with a population less than 15,000 may use data at the Census Block Group (ID 150) level. Unincorporated communities may use data at the Census Place (ID 160) level. Data is available at: http://factfinder.census.gov/faces/nav/jsf/pages/index.xhtml 
Census Tract/Block Group/Place #
Population 
MHI  
Median Household Income Table
Lowest median household income from above (autofill): $
(to be used for qualifying as benefiting a DAC only)
Median household income by census tract for the community(ies) benefited by the project: $
(to be used for severity calculation only)
Since the median household income is greater than $49,120, this program does not qualify for this option. 
An area identified as among the most disadvantaged 25% in the state according to the CalEPA and based on the California Communities Environmental Health Screening Tool 2.0 (CalEnviroScreen 2.0) scores (score must be greater than or equal to 36.62). This list can be found at the following link under SB 535 List of Disadvantaged Communities:
http://www.calepa.ca.gov/EnvJustice/GHGInvest/
Census Tract/Block Group/Place #
Population 
CalEnviroScreen Score
Cal Enviro Screen Table
Highest California Communities Environmental Health Screening Tool 2.0 (CalEnviroScreen) score from above (autofill):
(to be used for qualifying as benefiting a DAC only)
California Communities Environmental Health Screening Tool 2.0 (CalEnviroScreen) score for the community benefited by the project:
(to be used for severity calculation only)
Since the CalEnviroScreen score is less than 36.62, this program does not qualify for this option. 
At least 75% of public school students in the project area are eligible to receive free or reduced-price meals under the National School Lunch Program. Data is available at: http://www.cde.ca.gov/ds/sd/sd/filessp.asp (auto filled from Part A).
Applicants using this measure must demonstrate how the project benefits the school students in the project area.  Project must be located within two miles of the school(s) represented by this criteria. 
School Name
School Enrollment
% of Students Eligible for FRPM
Data for this table is automatically populated with the school data entered on Application Part 3.
Highest percentage of students eligible from above (autofill):
(to be used for qualifying as benefiting a DAC only) 
Percentage of students eligible for the Free or Reduced Price Meals Programs:
(to be used for severity calculation only)
Since the percentage of students eligible for the Free or Reduced Price Meals program is less than 75%, this program does not qualify for this option. 
Other
Creation of new routes?
●  If a project applicant believes a project benefits a disadvantaged community but the project does not meet the aforementioned criteria due to a lack of accurate Census data or CalEnviroScreen data that represents a small neighborhood or unincorporated area, the applicant must submit for consideration a quantitative assessment to demonstrate that the community’s median household income is at or below 80% of that state median household income. (Max of 200 Words)
●  Regional definitions of disadvantaged communities as adopted in a Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) by an MPO or RTPA per obligations with Title VI of the Federal Civil Rights Act of 1964, such as “environmental justice communities” or “communities of concern,” may be used in lieu of the options identified above. Applicant must provide section of the RTP referenced. (Max of 200 Words)
C.         Direct Benefit:  (0 - 4 points)
1.         Explain how the project/program/plan closes a gap, provides connections to, or addresses a deficiency in an active transportation network or meets an important community need. (Max of 50 Words)
2.         Explain how the disadvantaged community residents will have physical access to the project/program/plan. 
         (Max of 50 Words)         
3.         Illustrate how the project was requested or supported by the disadvantaged community residents. 
         (Max of 50 Words)
D.         Project Location:  (0 - 2 points)
E.         Severity:  (0 - 4 points)
a.         Auto calculated
Part B: Narrative Questions
Question #2
QUESTION #2
POTENTIAL FOR INCREASED WALKING AND BICYCLING, ESPECIALLY AMONG STUDENTS, INCLUDING THE IDENTIFICATION OF WALKING AND BICYCLING ROUTES TO AND FROM SCHOOLS, TRANSIT FACILITIES, COMMUNITY CENTERS, EMPLOYMENT CENTERS, AND OTHER DESTINATIONS; AND INCLUDING INCREASING AND IMPROVING  CONNECTIVITY AND MOBILITY OF NON-MOTORIZED USERS. (0-35 POINTS)
Please provide the following information: (This must be completed to be considered for funding for infrastructure projects)
# of Users
Pedestrian
Bicycle
Date of Counts
Mark here if N/A to project
Current
Projected
(1 year after completion)
Safe Routes to School projects and programs:  The following information related to the Safe Routes to School Projects data was already entered in part 3 of the application.
School
Total Student Enrollment
Approx. # of Students Living Along School Route Proposed	
# of Students Currently Walking/Biking to School
Projected # of Students that will 
walk/bike after project
Net projected Change in Students 
walking/biking
Total
Data in this table will be automatically populated with the school data entered in Application Part 3.
Document the methodologies used to establish the current count data. (Max of 200 Words)
A.         Describe the specific active transportation need that the proposed project/plan/program will address. (0-15 points) 
         (Max of 500 Words)
B.         Describe how the proposed project/plan/program will address the active transportation need: (0-20 points)
1.         Close a gap?
Close a gap?
Gap closure = Construction of a missing segment of an existing facility in order to make that facility continuous.
a.         Must provide a map of each gap closure identifying gap and connections.
b.         Describe how the project links or connects, or encourages use of existing routes to transportation-related and community identified destinations where an increase in active transportation modes can be realized, including but not limited to: schools, school facilities, transit facilities, community, social service or medical centers, employment centers, high density or affordable housing, regional, State or national trail system, recreational and visitor destinations or other community identified destinations.  Specific destination must be identified. (Max of 100 Words)
2.         Creation of new routes?
Creation of new routes?
New route = Construction of a new facility that did not previously exist for non-motorized users that provides a course or way to get from one place to another.
a.         Must provide a map of the new route location.
b.         Describe the existing route(s) that currently connect the affected transportation related and community identified destinations and why the route(s) are not adequate. (Max of 100 Words)
c.         Describe how the project links or connects, or encourages use of existing routes to transportation-related and community identified destinations where an increase in active transportation modes can be realized, including but not limited to: schools, school facilities, transit facilities, community, social service or medical centers, employment centers, high density or affordable housing, regional, State or national trail system, recreational and visitor destinations or other community identified destinations.  Specific destination must be identified. (Max of 100 Words)
3.         Removal of barrier to mobility?
a.         Type of barrier:
b.         Must provide a map identifying the barrier location and improvement.
c.         Describe the existing negative effects of barrier to be removed and how the project addresses the existing barrier. 
         (Max of 100 Words)
d.         Describe how the project links or connects, or encourages use of existing routes to transportation-related and community identified destinations where an increase in active transportation modes can be realized, including but not limited to: schools, school facilities, transit facilities, community, social service or medical centers, employment centers, high density or affordable housing, regional, State or national trail system, recreational and visitor destinations or other community identified destinations.  Specific destination must be identified. (Max of 100 Words)
4.         Other improvements to routes?
Other improvements to routes?
a.         Must provide a map of the new improvement location.
b.         Explain the improvement. (Max of 100 Words)
c.         Describe how the project links or connects, or encourages use of existing routes to transportation-related and community identified destinations where an increase in active transportation modes can be realized, including but not limited to: schools, school facilities, transit facilities, community, social service or medical centers, employment centers, high density or affordable housing, regional, State or national trail system, recreational and visitor destinations or other community identified destinations.  Specific destination must be identified. (Max of 100 Words)
5.         Plan for increasing biking and walking in the community?
Plan for increasing biking and walking in the community?
a.         Describe how the plan will address links or connections, or encourage the use of existing/new routes to transportation-related and community identified destinations where an increase in active transportation modes can be realized, including but not limited to: schools, school facilities, transit facilities, community, social service or medical centers, employment centers, high density or affordable housing, regional, State or national trail system, recreational and visitor destinations or other community identified destinations.  (Max of 100 Words)
b.         Describe how the plan will result in implementable projects and programs in the future.   (Max of 100 Words)
c.         A description of steps necessary to implement the plan and the reporting process that will be used to keep the adopting agency and community informed of the progress being made in implementing the plan. (Max of 100 Words)
6.         Encourages and/or educates with the goal of increasing
         walking or biking in the community?
Encourages and/or educates with the goal of increasing walking or biking in the community?
a.         Describe how the program encourages walking or biking to transportation-related and community identified destinations where an increase in active transportation modes can be realized, including but not limited to: schools, school facilities, transit facilities, community, social service or medical centers, employment centers, high density or affordable housing, regional, State or national trail system, recreational and visitor destinations or other community identified destinations.  (Max of 100 Words)
Part B: Narrative Questions
Detailed Instructions for Question #3
QUESTION #3
POTENTIAL FOR REDUCING THE NUMBER AND/OR RATE OR THE RISK OF PEDESTRIAN AND BICYCLIST FATALITIES AND INJURIES, INCLUDING THE IDENTIFICATION OF SAFETY HAZARDS FOR PEDESTRIANS AND BICYCLISTS.  (0-25 POINTS)
A.         Describe the plan/program influence area or project location’s history of collisions resulting in fatalities and injuries to non-motorized users and the source(s) of data used (e.g. collision reports, community observation, surveys, audits).  (10 points max)
1.         The following reported crashes must have all occurred within the project’s influence area within the last 5 years (only crashes that the project has a chance to mitigate):
# of Crashes	
Pedestrian
Bicycle
Total
Fatalities
Injuries
Total
2.         Applicant can provide bicycle and pedestrian (only) crash rates in addition to the information required above. (Max of 200 Words)
3.         Discuss specific accident data. (Max of 200 Words)
4.         Attach a SWITRS or equivalent (i.e. UC Berkeley’s TIMS tool) listing of all bicycle and pedestrian crashes (only) shown in the map above and in this application.
*Applications that do not have the crash data above OR that prefer to provide additional crash data and/or safety data in a different format can provide this data below.  The corresponding methodology used must also be included.   Input Data and methodologies here and/or include them via a separate attachment in the field below. (Max of 200 Words)
B.         Safety Countermeasures (15 points max)
         Describe how the project/program/plan will remedy (one or more) potential safety hazards that contribute to pedestrian and/or bicyclist injuries or fatalities (only); Countermeasures must directly address the underlying factors that are contributing to the occurrence of pedestrian and/or bicyclist collisions.
1.         Reduces speed or volume of motor vehicles in the proximity of non-motorized users?
Reduces speed or volume of motor vehicles in the proximity of non-motorized users?
a.         Current speed and/or volume: (Max of 100 Words)
b.         Anticipated speed and/or volume after project completion : (Max of 100 Words)
2.         Improves sight distance and visibility between motorized and non-motorized users?
Improves sight distance and visibility between motorized and non-motorized users?
a.         Current sight distance and/or visibility issue: (Max of 100 Words)
b.         Anticipated sight distance and/or visibility issue resolution: (Max of 100 Words)
3.         Eliminates potential conflict points between motorized and non-motorized users, including creating physical separation between motorized and non-motorized users?
Eliminates potential conflict points between motorized and non-motorized users, including creating physical separation between motorized and non-motorized users?
a.         Current conflict point description: (Max of 100 Words)
b.         Improvement that addresses conflict point: (Max of 100 Words)
4.         Improves compliance with local traffic laws for both motorized and non-motorized users?
Improves compliance with local traffic laws for both motorized and non-motorized users?
a.         Which Law:
b.         How will the project improve compliance: (Max of 100 Words)
5.         Addresses inadequate vehicular traffic control devices?
Addresses inadequate vehicular traffic control devices?
a.         List traffic controls that are inadequate: (Max of 100 Words)
b.         How are they inadequate? (Max of 100 Words)
c.         How does the project address the inadequacies? (Max of 100 Words)
6.         Addresses inadequate or unsafe bicycle facilities, trails, crosswalks and/or sidewalks?
a.         List bicycle facilities, trails, crosswalks and/or sidewalks that are inadequate:          (Max of 100 Words)
b.         How are they inadequate? (Max of 100 Words)
c.         How does the project address the inadequacies? (Max of 100 Words)
7.         Eliminates or reduces behaviors that lead to collisions involving non-motorized users?
Eliminates or reduces behaviors that lead to collisions involving non-motorized users?
a.         List of behaviors: (Max of 100 Words)
b.         How will the project will eliminate or reduce these behaviors? (Max of 100 Words)
Plans
Describe how the plan will identify and plan to address hazards identified in the plan area, including the potential for mitigating safety hazards as a prioritization criterion, and/or including countermeasures that address safety hazards.  (Max of 200 Words)
Non-Infrastructure
Describe how the program educates bicyclists, pedestrians, and/or drivers about safety hazards for pedestrians and bicyclists. Describe how the program encourages this safe behavior. If available, include documentation of effectiveness of similar programs in encouraging safe behavior.  (Max of 200 Words)
Part B: Narrative Questions
Detailed Instructions for Question #4
QUESTION #4
PUBLIC PARTICIPATION and PLANNING (0-10 POINTS)
 
Describe the community based public participation process that culminated in the project/program proposal or will be utilized as part of the development of a plan.  
A.         What is/was the process of defining future policies, goals, investments and designs to prepare for future needs of users of this project?  How did the applicant analyze the wide range of alternatives and impacts on the transportation system to influence beneficial outcomes? (3 points max) (Max of 200 words)
B.         Who: Describe who was/will be engaged in the identification and development of this project/program/plan (for plans: who will be engaged) and how they were/will be engaged.   Describe and provide documentation of the type, extent, and duration of outreach and engagement conducted to relevant stakeholders. (3 points max) (Max of 200 words)
C.         What:  Describe the feedback received during the stakeholder engagement process and describe how the public participation and planning process has improved the project’s overall effectiveness at meeting the purpose and goals of the ATP. (3 points max) (Max of 200 words)
D.         Describe how stakeholders will continue to be engaged in the implementation of the project/program/plan.  
                  (1 point max) (Max of 200 words)
Part B: Narrative Questions
Detailed Instructions for Question #5
QUESTION #5
IMPROVED PUBLIC HEALTH (0-10 POINTS)
 
•         NOTE: Applicants applying for the disadvantaged community set aside must respond to the below questions with health data specific to the disadvantaged communities. All applicants must cite information specific to project location and targeted users. Failure to do so will result in lost points. 
A.         Describe the health status of the targeted users of the project/program/plan.  Describe how you considered health benefits when developing this project or program (for plans: how will you consider health throughout the plan). (5 points max) (Max of 200 words)
B.         Describe how you expect your project/proposal/plan to promote healthy communities and provide outreach to the targeted users. (5 points max) (Max of 200 words)
Part B: Narrative Questions
Detailed Instructions for Question #6
QUESTION #6
COST EFFECTIVENESS (0-5 POINTS)
A project’s cost effectiveness is considered to be the relative costs of the project in comparison to the project’s benefits as defined by the purpose and goals of the ATP.  This includes the consideration of the safety and mobility benefit in relation to both the total project cost and the funds provided. 
 
Explain why the project is considered to have the highest Benefit to Cost Ratio (B/C) with respect to the ATP purpose and goals of “increased use of active modes of transportation”.  (5 points max.)  (Max of 200 words)
Part B: Narrative Questions
Detailed Instructions for Question #7
QUESTION #7
LEVERAGING OF NON-ATP FUNDS (0-5 POINTS)
A.         The application funding plan will show all federal, state and local funding for the project: (5 points max.)
 
                  Based on the project funding information provided earlier in the application, the following Leveraging and Matching amounts are designated for this project.  Applicants must review and verify these values meet the following criteria:
                   Leveraging Funds
                           Non-ATP funds; either already expended by the applicant or funds to be programmed for use on elements within the requested ATP project.  This non-ATP funding can only be considered "Leveraging" funding if it goes towards ATP eligible costs.
                  Matching Funds
                           The portion of the Leveraging funding that can be used as the local match if Federal ATP funding is programmed.  These must be 
                           non-federal funds not yet expended and provided by the applicant in a specific project phase.
                   If these numbers do not match this criteria and/or the applicant's expectations, the numbers inputted earlier need to be revised.
                   
 
                   Funding in $1,000s
PA&ED Phase Project Delivery Costs:
PS&E Phase Project Delivery Costs:
Right of Way Phase Project Delivery Costs:
Construction Phase Project Delivery Costs:
NON-INFRASTRUCTURE (NI) AND "PLAN" PROJECTS:
OVERALL TOTALS FOR PROJECT/APPLICATION:
Part B: Narrative Questions
Detailed Instructions for Question #8
QUESTION #8
USE OF CALIFORNIA CONSERVATION CORPS (CCC) OR A CERTIFIED COMMUNITY CONSERVATION CORPS (0 or -5 POINTS)
- For project "Plan" types, this section is not required. -
Step 1:         The applicant must submit the following information via email concurrently to both the CCC AND certified community conservation corps at least 5 days prior to application submittal to Caltrans.  The CCC and certified community conservation corps will respond within five (5) business days from receipt of the information. 
 
                  •         Project Title
                  •         Project Description                                 
                  •         Detailed Estimate                              
                  •         Project Schedule
                  •         Project Map                                              
                  •         Preliminary Plan
Click on the following links for the California Conservation Corps and community conservation corps Representative ATP contact information: 
http://calocalcorps.org/active-transportation-program/
http://www.ccc.ca.gov/work/programs/ATP/Pages/ATP%20home.aspx
The applicant must also attach any email correspondence from the CCC and certified community conservation corps or Tribal corps (if applicable) to the application verifying communication/participation.  Failure to attach their email responses will result in a loss of 5 points.
Step 2:         The applicant has coordinated with the CCC AND with the certified community conservation corps, or the Tribal corps and determined the following: (check appropriate box)
Part B: Narrative Questions
Detailed Instructions for Question #9
QUESTION #9
APPLICANT’S PERFORMANCE ON PAST ATP FUNDED PROJECTS (0 - 10 points) 
For Caltrans use only.
 
Part C: Application Attachments
Applicants must ensure all data in this part of the application is fully consistent with the other parts of the application. See the Application Instructions and Guidance document for more information and requirements related to Part C.
List of Application Attachments
The following attachment names and order must be maintained for all applications.  Depending on the Project Type (I, NI or Plans) some attachments will be intentionally left blank.  All non-blank attachments must be identified in hard-copy applications using “tabs” with appropriate letter designations
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